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REMARKS 



The Applicant has carefully reviewed the application in light of the final Office Action 
dated February 5, 2009. Claims 1, 3-12, 14 and 15 stand pending and are rejected. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the pending claims are allowable as discussed below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. $102 

The Examiner rejects Claims 1, 3-12 and 14-15 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Publication No. 2003/0189593 issued to Yarvin et al. (hereinafter "Yarvin"). 
Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections for the comments set forth below. 

Independent claim 1 recites, "determining in the browser whether the update to the one or 
more attributes of the first UI element can be applied to the locally-stored DOM hierarchy 
independent of receiving an update to the hierarchy from a server." For teaching of this 
determination, the Examiner offers block 407 in FIGURE 4, which is a decisional step 
determining whether other aspects of the presentation document need to be updated. In 
particular, Yarvin discloses that a single tag may affect the interpretation of other parts of the 
presentation document. Thus, the cited decisional step fails to teach or suggest determining 
whether an update can be applied to the locally-stored DOM hierarchy independent of the server. 

In addition, independent claim 1 recites, "if the change can be locally applied, 
automatically modifying the child node in the locally-stored DOM hierarchy to dynamically 
update a presentation of the first UI element without re -rendering all of the displayed page." For 
the teaching of this limitation, the Office Action asserts that "An HTML document is a hierarchy 
DOM based document." Office Action, Page 5. Applicant respectfully submits that an HTML 
document is not a DOM hierarchy. In fact, an HTML document is merely a file including tags 
that indicate how to present words and images to the user. While a Direct Object Model (DOM) 
may represent elements of a user interface as objects, Applicant submits that representing an 
HTML document in a DOM hierarchy does not make the HTML document itself a DOM 
hierarchy. Indeed, Yarvin just teaches updating an XML document to update a presentation 
document. Page 2, 0024. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and 
allowance of claims 1,9, 12, and 15 and their respective dependents. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicant has now made an earnest attempt to place this case in condition for allowance. 
For the foregoing reasons, and for other reasons clearly apparent, Applicant respectfully requests 
full allowance of all Claims. 

If the present application is not allowed and/or if one or more of the rejections is 
maintained, Applicant hereby requests a telephone conference with the Examiner and further 
requests that the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney to schedule the telephone 
conference. 

No fees are believed to be due. However, please apply any deficiencies or any other 
required fees or any credits to deposit account 06-1050, referencing the attorney docket number 
shown above. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: April 2. 2009 
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